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PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



loannis Kriaras 
Sudeep Kumar Palat 
Hatef Yamini 
Jin Yang 



Group Art Unit 2661 



CASE 3-11-9-7 

Serial No. 09/854962 

Filed May 14,2001 

Examiner Z. Habte 

Title Telephone Systems 

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. BOX 1450 

ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313-1450 
SIR: 

Enclosed is an amendment in the above-identified application. 

NO ADDITIONAL FEE REQUIRED 

In the event of non-payment or improper payment of a required fee, the Commissioner is 
authorized to charge or to credit Deposit Account No. 12-2325 as required to correct the error. 



Respectfully, 




ilio A. Garceran 
Reg. No. 37,138 
908-5827294 



Date: 



Docket Administrator (Room 3J-219) 
Lucent Technologies Inc. 
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Holmdel, NJ 07733-3030 
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I hereby certify that this correspondence^ being deposited with the United States Postal Service First Class Mail in 
an envelope addressed to: Mail Stop , Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 on the date indicated above. * 
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IN THE UNITED STATES 
PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



Patent Application 



Inventor(s) 



Case 

Serial No. 
File Date 
Examiner 
Title 



Ioannis Kriaras 
Sudeep Kumar Palat 
Hatef Yamini 
Jin Yang 
3-11-9-7 
09/854,962 
May 14, 2001 
Habte, Zewdu 
Telephone Systems 



Group Art 2661 



ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS AND TRADEMARK 
WASHINGTON, DC 20231 

Dear Sir: 



AMENDMENT 

In response to the Office Action dated December 2nd, 2004, please consider the 
following remarks on the above-identified patent application as follows. 
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Introductory Comments: 

In the Office Action, claims 1, 2, 5, 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C section 
103(a) as being unpatentable over US 6,721,278 to Rimhagen et al. ("Rimhagen") in view 
of US 6,353,607 to Valentine et al. ("Valentine"). The Examiner also rejected claim 3 as 
being unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. section 103(a) over Rimhagen and Valentine in view 
of US 5,905,719 to Arnold et al. ("Arnold"). The Examiner indicated that claims 4, 8 and 
9 would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 



2 



